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Principle Concerns and Issues

• Need a coherent and effective federal/state legal
and regulatory framework for NG9-1-1

• Need to know how federal/state legal and
regulatory framework for NG9-1-1 will support or
be impacted by PSTN sunset/transition to IP

• Commission Report to Congress on need for new
federal regulatory “backstop” for NG9-1-1

• Clarity on legal and regulatory framework for
NG9-1-1 should not await or be hostage to larger
set of industry IP interconnection issues



Past: FTA 96 and State PUCs

• Sections 251 and 252, 9-1-1 is an ancillary service
that wireline ILECs must make available to
competitors under terms and conditions

• FCC Local Competition Order

• State Rules

• Interconnection Agreements and Arbitration

• State Certifications

• FCC Notice of Network Changes



Current: FTA 96, NET 911 Act

• Facilities-Based Non-Mobile Providers and
Wireless Carriers may use third-parties and
may no longer install 9-1-1 trunks directly to
ILEC 9-1-1 Selective Routers.

• 9-1-1 Selective Routers and 9-1-1 Automatic
Location Databases may no longer be
provided by the ILEC or an entity subject to
251 and 251.



Future: PSTN Transition to Internet
Protocol

• IP 9-1-1 Selective Routers and NG9-1-1 ESInets
may be provided by ILECs, CLECs, third-parties,
or government entities or combinations
thereof.

• Traditional regulatory frameworks, such as
251/252, interconnection and arbitration,
certifications and notifications, and state
jurisdiction may not apply to new entities or
services.



Future: PSTN Transition to Internet
Protocol

• Once everything transitions from PSTN to IP,
does NET 9-1-1 Act apply to everything
because it is all VoIP (including wireless IMS or
IP)?

• Once everything transitions from PSTN to IP,
what applies if anything to traditional
regulatory frameworks, such as 251/252,
interconnection and arbitration, certifications
and notifications, and state jurisdiction?



Future: PSTN Transition to Internet
Protocol

• Should IP 9-1-1 Selective Routers and NG9-1-1
ESInets be addressed separately from all other
types of IP connection issues because of their
special need and access circumstances?

• IP 9-1-1 Selective Router and NG9-1-1 ESInet
deployments are currently progressing slowly,
but two major unsettled regulatory issues may
delay progress once it begins to picks up.



Future: PSTN Transition to Internet
Protocol

• Two major unsettled regulatory issues:

• (1) IP access expectations and jurisdictional
issues, and

• (2) Expectations on sending address location
information as part of 9-1-1 call delivery.



Future: PSTN Transition to Internet
Protocol

• The Commission’s proposed PSTN to IP
deployment trials in PS Docket No. 13-5
appeared to be an opportunity to gain
additional documented NG9-1-1 information
before addressing some of these issues.



Texas 9-1-1 comments, PS Docket No. 10-255 at

pp. 2 & 18 (Feb. 28, 2011)



Bexar Metro 9-1-1 Network District comments, at pp.
4-5, 7-8, PS Docket No. 13-5 (July 8, 2013)



Bexar Metro 9-1-1 Network District comments, at pp.
4-5, 7-8, PS Docket No. 13-5 (July 8, 2013)



Bexar Metro 9-1-1 Network District comments, at pp.
4-5, 7-8, PS Docket No. 13-5 (July 8, 2013)



Bexar Metro 9-1-1 Network District comments, at pp.
4-5, 7-8, PS Docket No. 13-5 (July 8, 2013)



Conclusion
• In the near future, a timeline should be set for

addressing legal and regulatory framework
issues for NG9-1-1.

• There should be trials on how the legal and
regulatory framework for NG9-1-1 will support
or be impacted by PSTN sunset/transition to
IP

• Clarity on the legal and regulatory framework
for NG9-1-1 should not await or be hostage to
larger set of industry IP interconnection issues
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